Species of Conservation Concern (SCC) -

SPECIES INITIALLY RECOMMENDED BY THE FOREST FOR FURTHER
CONSIDERATION BY THE REGIONAL FORESTER*

*This in not a final list and is subject to change.

HOW DO SPECIES OF CONSERVATION CONCERN
INTEGRATE INTO THE FOREST PLAN REVISION PROCESS?

What are SCC and How are they Determined?

Updated 10/302016

MLNE Initial MLNE Current SCC are integrated into 4-key sections of the Forest Plan Revision Process:
Recommendation | Recommendation . . . .
to the Regional to the Regional WHAT ARE S P EC I ES O F CO N S E RVATI 0 N CO N C E RN ? 1 ) The Assclessment.— Ai.Z-.I’ISk. Specnes (SCC an_d Federa”y Listed T&E and Candi-
Forester Forester _ _ _ o , , , , , date species) are identified in the 2012 Planning Ruless crr 210.60)5) @S one of the
Taxa Scientific Name Common Name (6/03/3016) (10/30/2016) SCC are defined in the 2012 Planning Rule as: A species “... other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed, or candidate species, that is known to occur in the plan area required Assessment topics
Amphibian | Anaxyrus boreas Boreal Toad ves ves and for which the regional forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates substantial concern about the species’ capability to persist over the long-term in the '
Bird Leucosticte atrata Black Rosy-finch Yes Yes Y 2) Plan Development_ The 2012 Planning RU|e[36 CER 219.9(b)(1)] requires that plan
Bird Centrocercus urophasianus Greater-sage Grouse Yes Yes plan area. [36 CFR 219.9(c)] t d | dt th h loqi | diti d
Bird Falco peregrinus Peregrine Falcon Yes No*™ components are developed to ensure that the ecological conditions are manage
Fish Lepidomeda aliciae Southern Leatherside Chub Yes Yes to ensure viable populations of SCC species. The flowchart below provides addi-
. .. i, . Yes Yes . . . .. . .
Fish Oncorhynchus clarkii pleuriticus Colorado River Cutthroat Trout
HOW ARE SCC DIFFERENT FROM FEDERALLY LISTED THREATENED AND ENDANGERED (T&E) tional clarifcation of his interrelationship between SCC and Plan components.
Fish Catostomus discobolus Bluehead Sucker No Yes* S PE CIE S ) 3) NEPA— The SCC will be incorporated into the draft Revised Forest Plan and will
Insect Sweltsa cristata Utah Sallfly (Not Pictured) Yes Yes & go through the NEPA process concurrently with the Revised Forest Plan DEIS.
Mammal Corynorhinus townsendii Townsend's Big-eared Bat Yes Yes . . . o o, ]
Mammal | Myotis thysanodes Fringed Myotis Yes Yes Federally listed Endangered species, as defined by the Endangered Species Act (ESA) of 1973, are species that are in danger of extinction throughout all or a significant portion of its range. A 4) Implementation and Monitoring—The SCC list is a ‘living’ document that will be
Mammal | Ochotona princeps American Pika EO ies federally listed Threatened species is defined in the ESA as a species that is likely to become an endangered species within the foreseeable future throughout all or a significant portion of its reviewed, and when needed updated, as a part of the on-going Forest Monitoring
Plant Ast lus iselyi Isely’s milkvetch 0 es” . . . . . . . . . . . . . N . PR .
PI::t Efingf:n“;:neCZ 'S f:é:l E'm;’; = Vos Voo range. The ESA also defines a third, Candidate species category. A Candidate species is a species that is being considered for official listing as a federally threatened or endangered species. Program developed within the Revised Forest Plan.
Plant Oreoxis bakeri Baker's Oreoxis Yes Yes
Plant Senecio fremontii var. inexpectatus | La Sal Mountain’s Groundsel No Yes” , , , _ o _ L L _
“This species added fo the Forest's reforred fist in Octobor 2076, Per the 2012 Planning Rule, SCC species cannot be a T&E or candidate species. This is because the purpose of identifying SCC species is to ensure that species not become Threatened or
**This species was removed from the Forest’s referred list in October 2016. En dan gered dU e tO Forest SerVI ce acti ons
EcosystemPlan Elements | Species-specific Plan Elements «
X ; b4
/ p y 4
WHAT ARE ‘AT-RISK SPECIES’ & HOW ARE THEY DIFFERENT FROM SCC & FEDERALLY LISTED ] Define at-risk species
Ecosystem Condition ———
THREATENED AND ENDANGERED & CANDIDATE SPECIES® : el e SR
At-risk species are defined in the Forest Service Handbook (FSH) 1909.12, Chapter 10 (2015) as a term used to refer to SCC, federally listed T&E, and federal Candidate species collectively. — (recovery) (viability)
_ g Do system conditions meet v
S ee the conservation needs of Filter/Document
{ e i i -rj ies?
= At-Risk Species at-risk species: i)
oreal Toad (Anaxyrus boreas) \ : . . 3
photo courtesy of Dick Cannings (NatureServe) > L-i \ / \ h_ v‘ NO Identlf‘;’I POtE ﬂtla| SCCS
RO PNV g W ' : Black Rosy-finch (Leucosticte atrata) (forsome spp)
7 'f. t ¥ > “. ) photo courtesy of Paul Higgins (UtahBirds.org) . .L
L N Consider species-specific needs Identify ecological conditions
S b" . .,' —3‘/ . .
A m)(/ \ Federally Listed T&E J and‘ key risk factors
A3 3 and | Evaluate at-risk species status, (Group species if useful for effective planning)
W e, 1’1 W=\ : % = o “ Candidate Species trends, and threats
YT —— py— ‘ .'.«.,,-__,f’,‘.?“‘,.*' ' Plan for recovery and viability I )I Monitor I
photo courtesy of Chris Kennedy (USFWS)) g _”'.*_‘ ’,,. 2
3 — - e .
| , WHO MAKES THE FINAL DECISION FOR A FOREST’S SPECIES OF CONSERVATION CONCERN? egons) Forester s eponie fo denttan te el ofscs (s 190912 120 217 (Hayward ot al 2016
3
/4 Per the 2012 Planning Rule [3s crr 219.7(c)3)» ~ 1he regional forester shall identify the species of conservation concern for the plan area...” The flowchart below is available as a handout.
/ Fringed Myotis (Myotis thysanodes)
,/ photo courtesy of USGS (no credit)
/4 How Does the 2012 Planning Rule’s Guidance on Species Conservation
2 : INITIAL LISTS REVIEWED BY Differ from the 1982 Planning Rule *
— THE REGIONAL OFFICE (RO) This flowchart describes the process followed to identify which species will be placed on the Manti-La Sal National Forest's SCC list. *This is the ol . le the Manti’-La Sal NF’ tF ¢ Pl ted und
’d ‘ (57) PLANT AND This list will be incorporated into the revised Forest Plan per the 2012 Planning Rule (3 cer 215 and the Forest Service Handbook (1s0s.12, chagterio). fs 1s the plahning rule the Mantr=ta sa S current orest Flah was created under
ﬂ b : (165) NON-PLANT - The Regional Forester is responsible for deciding which species will be placed on the Forest's SCC list.
o b SPECIES -The Forest is responsible for providing input, assisting in the review process and soliciting input from the public. Issue 2012 Rule and 1982 Rule and
Colorado River Cutthroat Trout (Oncorhynchus clarkii pleuriticus) \ . . . .
photo courtesy of Steve Stoner (USGS) . . (A) Forest Species (B) Coarse Filter! K (C) ‘Must’ and Should (D) Fine Fi_Iter” D I reCtlveS D I reCtlveS
Y Start (O rrence List C“",l‘;'ﬁf;ﬁ o » Comaloted e, 2016 Taxa addressed | Native taxa screened to identify Species of All existing native and desired non-native
\ S i > for Conservation Concern (SCC). plants, fish, and wildlife species (see De-
fa POTENTIAL SCC SPE- viability partmental Regulation 9500-4).
CIES TO BE REVIEWED Potential, Proposed Plant and ani- Complementary ecosystem and species- Provide for diversity of plant and animal
Gt . AS @ marnasce %E ARE e UN setnRoswe e ) mal specific approaches to maintain the diversity of | communities and tree species consistent
s R e [T\ ForestieelReven HERE~ . || (F)Regional Office ! diversity plant and animal communities and the persis- | with the overall multiple-use objectives of
el S oL TR La Sal Mountain Groundsel (Senecio fremontii V. inexpectus) DENTIFélEDECBIEYSTHE R - SeplL.2016 ALl Review & Comments o ! tence of native species in the plan area. the planning area (219.26 but also see
Y N o R photo courtesy of Gary A Monroe_USDA (O pubicReview i LSS PO i 219.27(g) for another reference).
| "‘ , USFS Regional [EE— ‘(' (H) Coarse Fitter' \ ./ / Species viability | Plan components provide the ecological condi- | In order to ensure that viable populations
f * Orfee(RO) Draft Assessment & Fine a2 and tions necessary to: contribute to the recovery | will be maintained, habitat must be provided
: . reaiiarch 2017 conservation of federally listed threatened and endangered | to support, at least, a minimum number of
" ' guidance species, conserve proposed and candidate reproductive individuals and that habitat
TR N | POTENTIAL SCC SPECIES )NEPA - Concurren _ _ 1) Updated species, and maintain a viable population of must be well distributed so that those indi-
Bonneville Cutthroat Trout (Oncorhynchus clarkii utah) . '8 BE REVIE\(I)V BY THE F:rLt;‘tE pru';:.'sne;s m E:?n?r".::: l;‘::r?m Fortjs]tE:glzr;:Iiew P:temial sc"ge:ist each species of conservation concern within viduals can interact with others in the plan-
photo courtesy of Steve Stoner (USGS) - P . UG Begins June 2017 JanfFeb 2017 dan 2017 e the plan area (if within the authority of the For- | ning
= . est Service and within the inherent capability of | area.
: the plan area).
) Bi-annual Forest
" * Scc[l;z_u_rl NEPA gﬂﬁﬁﬂ;ﬂﬁﬂ%ﬁl% Viability and Explicit integration of ecosystem and species Built on an approach combining outcomes
NoviDe: 2015 Forest Plan is in Place species approaches: of: a) contributing to recovery of threatened
_ REGIONAL FORESTER conservation Ecosystem Diversity and endangered species, b) evaluating taxa
FINAL SCC LIST Species of Conservation Concern: A species “ . other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed or candidate species, that is known to framework Plan components provide the ecological condi- | as Sensitive Species and managing habitat
Greater Sage-grouse (Centrocercus urophasianus) ((TBD)) PI(_)ANT AND g;‘gg;f ;g?;pgﬁg ?;eﬁe?ggtfgi ;h;gg ;‘g’?ﬁgﬁnﬁ'ﬂ :gfgg; f;?g ;fffﬁﬂmed tff;]a“he best available scientific information indicates substantial concern about the tions to maintain the diversity of plant and ani- | for viability of those taxa, c) managing the
S % photo courtesy of Brett Bilings (USFWS Digtal Library) TBD) NON-PLANT _ e mal communities ecosystem to meet goals and objectives as-
e\ 3 o . R = (g *m Species Diversity sociated with Management Indicator Spe-
Xy 4 < W e \}, Aot o Plan components provide ecological conditions | cies (MIS) and d) identifying species of local
{ ' for at-risk species. interest for additional at-risk species.

WHAT PROCESS IS FOLLOWED TO DETERMINE WHAT SPECIES ARE IDENTIFIED AS SPECIES OF  |rasrsive [Fosarspesios iNote: Focal Species aro i

72 B \ species for directly associated with species conservation

Management Indicator Species
[Note: only one of five categories of MIS

3 Townsend's Bi%ﬁftngﬂegift B(I_?/Io(r?)/ ZSde'”“S townsend) . ' 4 Y C O N S E RVATI O N C O N C E R N ? analysis and are only employed in monitoring. See Box | acted as surrogates intended to represent
D TS L e T e i " A b " C] multiple species]
k{\}f | : \‘ i “ 2 A ? _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ Species selected to monitor status of ecologi- | Develop objectives for the subset of MIS
P By SR ‘s | An overview of the process used to identify potential SCC is outlined below. The flowchart is available as a handout. cal integrity specifically identified as surrogates
L e e 2 ; Provide meaningful information regarding plan | Estimate effects of each alternative on cer-
3l X DIRECTIVE-BASED PROCESS FOR DETERMINING POTENTIAL SPECIES OF CONSERVATION CONCERN 225%;2??;:3itrirc])ilgt:)lnr:nne‘?in(i;irrﬁ:\(;r:i?/et?sﬁty tain fish and wildlife populations (MIS)
e & Wy UNDER the 2012 PLANNING RULE . e
52 = TWIVAY : J (FSH 1909.12, Chapter 10, Section 12.52c) of plant and animal communities in the plan
Isley’s Milkvetch (Astragalus isleyi) area. . . . .
photo courtesy of Duane Atwood (USFS) Selected on the baS|S Of the|r funCt|Ona| r0|e In

ecosystems.

* . Is the species ranked with a Was the species - - - - — - - -
| status of G/T1 (Critically removed within the '5th:pi‘;f’:f:haatd;:':“ad Monitoring Monitor a select set of ecological conditions Population trends of MIS will be monitored
) Imperiled) or G/T2 (Imperiled) | - NO past 5-years from the regulatory agency (FWS) that: and relationships to habitat changes in-

on the NatureServe ranking

Federal list of T&E

7

still monitors?

Include key characteristics of terrestrial and ferred.

system?

species?

Baker's Oreoxis (Oreoxis bakeri) Y <o es . 7 N . /‘ ~ . / aquatic ecosystems No specific requirements for monitoring at-
photo courtesy of Barb Smith (USFS) 2 i The species is YES YES YES NO Indicate the degree to which land management | risk species
na;:j;: ::ﬂ . < | I is contributing to recovery of T&E species,

conserving proposed and candidate species,
and maintaining the viability of SCC.

occur® in, the
plan area?

(Hayward et al. 2016)

Is the species ranked G/T3 or 1 or 52 on
the NatureServe ranking system?
OR

Is there sufficient* best

*}:" available scientific L .
: 3 Potential SCC information (BASI) that Is .the S[?EC.IE‘S listed as T&E or a species of
Bluehead Sucker (Catostomus dISCObO/US) Ly - . high priority by relevant States, federally
5 (for outside agency indicates substantial <« YES . ) )
photo courtesy of Pam Manders (USFS) 2, d public revi concern® about the species recognized Tribes, or Alaska Native
Ty an uoiic review - :
‘-§k‘ 5 g 4 g*"‘i " see Table 1) capacity to persist over the Corpocr)e:lons? LITE RATU RE C ITE D
= "";:_. _\.!\\ < long-term in the plan area? /.-' Is the species identifﬁas SCC in adjoining *
% { NFS plan areas? . . . . . . .
k . 7 : & | OR Cummins, T. 2016. Manti-La Sal National Forest Potential Species of Conservation Concern (SCC) Review
N ’ = > NO ) — . .
. B g R . . N 2 Does NOT Has the species been petitioned for Federal Procedural Report. Unpublished paper, USDA Forest Service.
h ¥ : L . o ¥ 3 : R ) qualify as a i NO | listing and had a positive "90-day finding"? |
/ . , Hy) . 5 A 0 24 R\ scc \ J
”~ RPN 00 TR
-;;,o«,"'\ i3 S M - \M% J,/ Hayward, G.D., C.H. Flather, M.M. Rowland, R. Terney, K. Mellen-McLean, K.D. Malcolm, C. McCarthy, and D.A.
- 7 NG . . . " .
P8 Boyce. 2016. Applying the 2012 Planning Rule to conserve species: a practitioner's reference. Unpublished pa-
~ P i i
<l % Species of Conservation Concern (SCC): “...is a species, other than federally recognized threatened, endangered, proposed or candidate species, that is known to occur in per, USDA Forest SerVICe’ WaShIngton DC
. . — L% 4 e Y4 ‘- , the plan area and for which the regional forester has determined that the best available scientific information indicates substantial concern about the species” capacity
Southern Leatherside Chub (Lepidomeda aliciae) P it Bl s AR e g: 2 to persist over the long-term in the plan area.” [36 CFR 219.9(c)]
photo courtesy of Esther J Stokes (USGS) —— — - . —— ' o CEeTT e S R - B : : : :
La Sal Daisy (Erigeron mancus) *See Cummins.l. 2016. Manti-La Sal National Forest Potential Species of conservation concern (SCC) Review Procedural Report for consistent guidance/definitions, specific to the Manti-La US Department Of Ag r|CUItU re (DOA)’ ForeSt SeI’VICG. 201 2 The 201 2 Plannlng RUIe RUIe Federal ReQISter
photo courtesy of Barb Smith (USFS) Sal National Forest for use in their Forest Plan Revision process. 36 21 9 (Aprll 9 201 2)




